
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6431July 27, 1999
brutal killings. Cary Stayner said he
beheaded one victim. Cary Stayner
then said he had killed the mother and
her 15-year-old daughter. Cary Stayner
then said he killed their 16-year-old
friend as well. Then Cary Stayner
apologized. My colleagues, Cary
Stayner said, ‘‘I’m sorry.’’

Beam me up, Mr. Speaker. I say it is
time for a jury to tell Cary Stayner,
Goodnight, sweet Prince. It is time to
meet the devil.

An America that tolerates murderers
like Cary Stayner is an America that
will have more murderers like Cary
Stayner.

I yield back the record number of vic-
tims laid to rest in cemeteries all over
America.

f

THREE CORNERSTONES OF
REPUBLICAN BUDGET PROPOSAL

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the Repub-
lican budget proposal contains three
important provisions, some of which
our friends on the other side appear to
be ignoring.

First, it contains a Social Security
and Medicare lockbox requirement
which locks away 100 percent, every
dime of the money collected from FICA
taxes and requires that it all goes to-
wards Social Security, Medicare.

Secondly, it provides for substantial
debt reduction. Debt held by the public
would be reduced by over $2 trillion
over the next 10 years.

And third, it provides for tax relief
they are debating.

Social Security and Medicare, debt
reduction, and tax relief. Those are the
three cornerstones of our budget pro-
posal. It seems that Social Security
and Medicare and debt reduction are
being forgotten in all of the debate
about tax relief.

But to ignore our plan to strengthen
Social Security and Medicare, to ig-
nore the $2 trillion in debt reduction
that our plan calls for simply does not
do it justice.

Our plan is fair, balanced, and re-
sponsible. It protects seniors, begins
paying down the national debt, and
gives taxpayers a break.

f

MASSIVE REPUBLICAN TAX BREAK
IS OUTRAGEOUS AND EXCESSIVE

(Mr. CROWLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, the
massive House Republican tax break is
outrageous and excessive, threatening
opportunities to strengthen Social Se-
curity, Medicare, and education.

Just listen to Republican analyst
Kevin Phillips in comments made
today: ‘‘We can fairly call the House
legislation the most outrageous tax
package of the last 50 years. It is worse

than the 1981 excesses. You have to go
back to 1948, when the Republican 80th
Congress sent a kindred bill to Presi-
dent Harry Truman. Harry Truman ve-
toed it, calling the Republicans ‘blood-
suckers with offices in Wall Street.’
Not only did he win reelection, but the
Democrats recaptured Congress.’’

House Republicans have also proved
that they are more concerned about big
tax cuts for the wealthy than providing
relief for America’s school districts by
failing to take a prime opportunity to
include a real school construction ini-
tiative.

The tunnel vision by Republicans on
a big tax break for the rich senselessly
blocks commonsense tax incentives
that would provide crucial aid to
America’s schools.

Republican priorities put wealthy
Americans over the needs of our chil-
dren. Mr. Speaker, we must put our
children before the wealthy in this
country.

f

AMERICANS SHOULD HOLD ON TO
MORE OF THEIR HARD-EARNED
MONEY
(Mr. HAYWORTH asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it is
very interesting to come to the well of
this Chamber; and we can always de-
pend on something. It is as predictable
as the swallows returning to San Juan
Capistrano and the buzzards going back
to Hinckley, Ohio. We always hear
from my liberal friends every excuse in
the book as to why the American peo-
ple should not keep more of their hard-
earned money.

I appreciate my good friend from New
York and his lesson in revisionist his-
tory. It is always interesting to hear
the rationale of those doomed to defeat
because they fail to recognize that, if
given a choice, we believe Americans
should hold on to more of their hard-
earned money instead of sending it to
Washington bureaucrats to waste.

While we are on the subject and talk-
ing about children, I am curious as to
why my liberal friends think that
those working Americans who earn
$40,000 a year are somehow rich. Be-
cause it turns out those who make
$40,000 a year pay nearly four times as
much in taxes as those who earn $20,000
a year.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I point this
out: It is real simple what we want to
do with the surplus, the overcharge. We
want to take $2 of that surplus and put
it away, lock it away for Social Secu-
rity and Medicare. And then with the
other dollar that remains, we want to
give it back to the American people be-
cause it is their money and in that way
we will secure America’s future and the
majority in this Chamber.

f

DO NOT VOTE TO CONDEMN UNTIL
WE KNOW WHAT IT IS

(Mr. STRICKLAND asked and was
given permission to address the House

for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, it
troubles me that sometimes in this
Chamber we stand and say things that
we ought not to say. We criticize peo-
ple that we have no right to criticize.

We recently voted to condemn a sci-
entific study and an organization, an
organization that has done as much as
any organization in this country to
fight child abuse.

I wonder how many of us read the
study before we were willing to vote to
say that the methodology was flawed. I
wonder how many of us were tech-
nically competent to make that deci-
sion.

I believe that we ought to observe
the Ten Commandments. One of those
Commandments says, you ought not to
bear false witness against your neigh-
bor.

When we say things about an organi-
zation or about an individual scientist
that are untrue or unsubstantiated, in
my judgment, we have violated that
Commandment.

We ought to have the decency not to
vote to condemn something until we
know what it is we are voting to con-
demn.

f

GOVERNMENT SHOULD NOT KEEP
TAXPAYERS’ HARD-EARNED
MONEY
(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans are proposing a tax cut. In fact,
we passed it in the House of Represent-
atives here just last week. Democrats
criticized it, and now they say they
want to target a tax cut. But there is
a big difference. Republicans are tar-
geting all taxpayers. If they pay taxes,
they get a tax cut. To liberal Demo-
crats that is not fair. To their way of
thinking only if the government de-
cides whether they are worthy of some
social engineering should they get a
tax cut. And if they are carrying most
of the tax burden, they are the last per-
sons the liberal Democrats here in the
House want to give a tax cut to. For
most taxpayers, when a liberal wants
to give a targeted tax cut, well, this is
a euphemism for ‘‘you are not getting
one.’’

Let me say again what the Repub-
lican approach to tax cuts is, if one is
a taxpayer, one gets to keep some of
one’s hard-earned money. It is not the
Government’s money. It belongs to the
people who had labored and worked
hard to earn it in the first place

Yes, it is a question of fairness and it
sends an important signal to the Amer-
ican people that hard work will be re-
warded.

f

REPUBLICAN BUDGET BETTER AT
DEBT REDUCTION THAN DEMO-
CRAT PROPOSALS
(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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